
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING-December 16, 1964 

Appeal 88013 W i l l i a m s  Swift Martin, appellant.  

Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously ca r r i ed  the  following order 
was entered on December 22, 19648 

ORDERED : 

That the  appeal f o r  a variance from the  l o t  occupancy requirements of 
the  R-3 D i s t r i c t  t o  permit basement, f i r s t  and second f loor  addi t ion t o  dwelling 
a t  2915 Que S t ree t ,  N.W., l o t  8, square 1283, be granted. 

From the  records and evidence adduced a t  the  hearing, the  Board f inds  the  
following fac t s :  

(1) The l o t  occupancy w i l l  not be increased i n  the  front ,  however, the  
bulk w i l l  be increased by extending the  ex i s t ing  porch t o  the  second f loor .  

(2) There w i l l  be a 5 foot  9 inch extension in the  r e a r  of the  building 
which w i l l  cause a modest increase i n  l o t  coverage. 

(3) Total l o t  coverage including two garages on the  a l l e y  a t  the  r e a r  of 
the  l o t  w i l l  be 70 bercent a f t e r  the  improvements a r e  made. 

(4) There were objections t o  the  granting of t h i s  appeal reg i s te red  a t  
the  hearing. These objections were based on the  f ea r  t ha t  a separate  apartment 
would be created by i n s t a l l i n g  a f u l l  bath i n  the  basement a s  shown on the  plans 
and by the  l a t e r  addi t ion of a kitchen (not shown on t he  plans). However, some 
neighbors supported the  p e t i t i o n  as being consis tent  with improvements made i n  
other s t ruc tu res  i n  the  square. 

OPINION: 

We a r e  of the  opinion t ha t  a hardship within t he  meaning of Section 8207.11 
does exist, t ha t  t he  proposed remodeling w i l l  be an improvement t o  both the  
premises and the  neighborhood, and t ha t  the  ul t imate  l o t  coverage w i l l  be 
consis tant  withthat  of other proper t ies  i n  the  area. 

In order t o  protect  the  public good and prevent t he  overcrowding of the  
neighborhood, t h i s  order s h a l l  be subject  t o  the  continued use of the  property 
a s  a s i ng l e  family dwelling with not more than one kitchen. 


